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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This office action is responsive to communication filed on 03/16/2004. Claimed 
priority is granted from foreign application No: 10-2003-0016628 with a priority date of 
03/17/2003. 

* 

Claim Objections 

2. Claims 1 , and 10 are objected to because of the following informalities: 
Claim 1, line 10 recites the phrase "the comparison result". This phrase is 

confusing as there is no antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. The Examiner 
proposes to the Applicant to change the claim language by substituting the phrase "the 
comparison result" with simply "said comparison" as the word result was not mentioned 
in the claim prior to line 10. 

A similar change is proposed for claim 1 0, lines 1 1 , and 12. 

Appropriate correction is required. The above noticed problem is just exemplary. 
Applicants are required to totally check the application for error and correct the same. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

3. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

4. Claim 10 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite 
for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant 
regards as the invention. 
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Claim 10, lines 6, and 7 recites the phrase " stored in an external server from the 
external server by sending a message request to the external server ". This phrase is 
confusing, as it does not distinctly claim a specific subject matter. 

Claim 10, lines 9, and 10 recites the phrase " the time that has elapsed since the 
start of the playback of an interactive disk ". This phrase is confusing as there is no 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Appropriate correction is required. The above noticed problem is just exemplary. 
Applicant is required to totally check the application for error and correct the same. 

* 

Claim Rejections • 35 USC § 103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described 
as set forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to 
be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been 
obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which 
said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the 
invention was made. 

6. Claims 1-18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Kondo et a! (Kondo), Patent No. 7,127,736 B2 in view of Ort, U.S. Patent No 
5,630,005. 

Regarding claim 1, Kondo teaches the invention substantially as claimed. 
Kondo discloses a method of exchanging user messages among interactive disk 
players (fig. 1), comprising the steps of: 



I 

f 

«. 
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(a) receiving a user message from a first interactive disk player and storing the 
received user message (fig. 9, steps S81, and S82; column 16, lines 64-67; column 17, 
lines 1-11; note that the first interactive disk player is client 20- A)] 

(b) receiving a message request from a second interactive disk player {column 
17, lines 57-67; column 18, lines 1-5; the second interactive disk player is client 20-B)\ 
and 

(c) comparing playback time included in the message request with playback time 
included in the stored user message {column 27, lines 32-52; note that the playback 
time is inclusive to the favorite information of the requester; in column 2, lines 41-44 it is 
disclosed that the playback time information is part of the information data received and 
stored at the server, and that the digest information includes the message request data 
collected from previous users). However, Kondo does not disclose the details of 
sending the stored user message to the second interactive disk player depending on the 
comparison matched playback time, and specifically comparing the playback times. 

■ 

In an analogous art, Ort in an effort to facilitate content distribution/delivery offers 
this technique of comparing and matching intended playback time information 
previously stored in a central server with a requested playback time information from a 
user of an interactive disk player connected to the same server (see Ort, column 2, lines 
57-67, continue in column 3, lines 1-28). Once the intended playback time (stored 
response from first DVD) matches the requested playback time (request from second 
DVD), the location of the stored audio/video data is found on the server, and a response 
is forwarded to the requester. This method appears to be very useful in classifying user 
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favorite data that can be used in exchanging and classifying messages and information 

in a dedicated digital playback system. 

Accordingly, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the networking 
art at the time the invention was made to have incorporated Oil's teachings of a 
system exchanging interactive messages from users with the teachings of Kondo, for 
the purpose of "...providing a playback system (e.g., a computer system or dedicated 
computer controlled digital playback system) with the ability to efficiently and effectively 
locate a requested playback time or frame number within an audio/video file .... and 
further for providing efficient seeking capabilities within audio/video files..." as stated by 
Ort in lines 17-25 of column 2. By this rationale claim 1 is rejected. 

Regarding claims 2-18, the combination Kondo-Ort teaches: 

2. The method set forth in claim 1 , wherein the user message includes information for 
identifying an interactive disk or a title that is being played and information for grouping 
users (see Kondo; see abstract, column 2, lines 24-44; note that the receiver receives 
from the playback apparatus playback identification information such as title information, 
enabling the transmitter to categorize and process user message). 

3. The method set forth in claim 1 , wherein the message request includes information 
for identifying an interactive disk or a title that is being played and information for 
grouping users (see Kondo; see abstract, column 3, lines 50-59; the request implicitly 
contains identification information so the comparison can be made based on the 
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identification data and the digest information can be transmitted to the playback 
apparatus). 

4. The method set forth in claim 2 or claim 3, wherein the information for grouping users 
includes information on the age, the sex, the playback region, and/or the language of a 
user (see Kondo; column 10, lines 3-9; column 10, lines 50-59). 

5. The method set forth in claim 1 , wherein the step (c) conducts comparing the 
playback times and sending the user message depending on the comparison result if 
the stored user message and the message request were created by interactive disk 
players belonging to the same group (see Kondo; column 22, lines 1-14; the user profile 
information contains the age group of the user as part of the request, which enables the 
server to compare the request with stored digest information). 

6. The method set forth in claim 1, wherein the playback time is the time that has 
elapsed since the start of the playback of an individual interactive disk by each of the 
interactive disk players (see Kondo; column 2, lines 45-53; the statistical processor 
accumulates the playback times of the playback portion according to the title information 
based on the operation data of a plurality of users; the operation data includes start time 
and elapsed time of the interactive disk playback; furthermore, it is well known to an 
ordinary skill in the art that a playback time is defined as being the time elapsed since 
the start time of the playback of an interactive disk). 
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7. The method set forth in claim 1 , wherein the step (c) sends the stored user message 
if the playback time included in the message request approaches the playback time 
included in the stored user message within a predetermined bound (see Oil, column 2, 
lines 57-67, continue in column 3, lines 1-28; adjusting the approximate location based 
on the intended playback time to find the requested playback time is within a 
predetermined bound). The same motivation and reason to combine used for the 
rejection of claim 1 is also valid for this claim. 

8. The method set forth in claim 1, wherein the step (c) conducts comparing the 
playback times and sending the user message depending on the comparison result (see 
Ort, column 2, lines 57-67, continue in column 3, lines 1-28) if the stored message is 
intended for requesting a response from other arbitrary users (see Kondo; column 2, 

■ 

lines 45-53). The same motivation and reason to combine used for the rejection of claim 
1 is also valid for this claim. 

9. The method set forth in claim 8, wherein the step (c) sends the stored user message 
to the second interactive disk player immediately without comparing the playback times 
included in the message request and the stored user message if the stored message is 
not intended for requesting a response from other arbitrary users (see Kondo; column 2, 
lines 45-53; column 5, lines 47-67; here, no comparison of playback times is included in 
the message, and the digest information is generated based on the sorting result of the 
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scenes designated by the time-space position data of the requesting user Those 
scenes are mostly from arbitrary users of the system). 

10. A method of exchanging user messages among interactive disk players, conducted 
by an interactive disk player (see Kondo; fig. 1), comprising the steps of: 

(a) receiving and storing a user message that was sent from a different 
interactive disk player (see Kondo; fig. 1, content playback DVD player 20) and received 
by and stored in an external server (see Kondo; fig. 1, external server 30) from the 

■ 

external server by sending a message request to the external server (see Kondo; fig. 9, 
steps S81, and S82; column 16, lines 64-67)\ and 

(b) comparing playback time included in the stored user message with the time 
that has elapsed since the start of the playback of an interactive disk (see Kondo; 
column 27, lines 32-42; the DVD Player 20 is used to display the resulting message 
from the server) and outputting the stored user message for displaying the message 
depending on the comparison result (see Ort, column 2, lines 57-67, continue in column 
3, lines 1-28; note that defining the playback time as being the time that has elapsed 
since the start of the playback of the interactive disk is well known to an ordinary skill in 
the art). The same motivation and reason to combine used for the rejection of claim 1 is 
also valid for this claim. 

11. The method set forth in claim 10, wherein the message request includes information 
for identifying an interactive disk or a title that is being played and information for 
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grouping users (see Kondo; see abstract, column 3, lines 50-59; the request implicitly 
contains identification information so the comparison can be made based on the 
identification data and the digest information can be transmitted to the playback 
apparatus). 

» 

12. The method set forth in claim 11, wherein the information for grouping users 
includes information on the age, the sex, the playback region, and/or the language of a 
user (see Kondo; column 10, lines 3-9; column 10, lines 50-59). 

13. The method set forth in claim 10, wherein the playback time is the time that has 
elapsed since the start of the playback of an interactive disk by the different interactive 
disk player (see Kondo; column 2, lines 45-53; the statistical processor accumulates the 
playback times of the playback portion according to the title information based on the 
operation data of a plurality of users; the operation data includes start time and elapsed 
time of the interactive disk playback; furthermore, it is well known to an ordinary skill in 
the art that a playback time is defined as being the time elapsed since the start time of 
the playback of an interactive disk). 

14. The method set forth in claim 10, wherein the step (b) outputs the stored user 
message if the time that has elapsed since the start of the playback approaches the 
playback time included in the stored user message within a predetermined bound (see 
Ort, column 2, lines 57-67, continue in column 3, lines 1-28; adjusting the approximate 



i ■ 
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location based on the intended playback time to find the requested playback time is 
within a predetermined bound). The same motivation and reason to combine used for 
the rejection of claim 1 is also valid for this claim. 

15. The method set forth in claim 10, wherein the step (b) conducts comparing the 
playback time and the elapsed time and outputting the stored user message depending 
on the comparison result if the stored user message is intended for requesting a 
response from other arbitrary users (see Ort, column 2, lines 57-67, continue in column 
3, lines 1-28) if the stored message is intended for requesting a response from other 
arbitrary users (see Kondo; column 2, lines 45-53). The same motivation and reason to 
combine used for the rejection of claim 1 is also valid for this claim. 

i 

16. The method set forth in claim 15, wherein the step (b) outputs the stored user 
message immediately without comparing the playback time included in the stored user 
message and the elapsed time if the stored user message is not intended for requesting 
a response from other arbitrary users (see Kondo; column 2, lines 45-53; column 5, 
lines 47-67; here, no comparison of playback times is included in the message, and the 
digest information is generated based on the sorting result of the scenes designated by 
the time-space position data of the requesting user. Those scenes are mostly from 
arbitrary users of the system) . 

17. The method set forth in claim 10, further comprising the step of: (c) after the stored 
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user message is outputted, sending a message inputted by a user along with the 
displayed user message to the external server (see Kondo; column 18, lines 25-31; the 
display user message here is the specified scene that the client wants to view that is 
sent with the message request to the external server). 

18. The method set forth in claim 17, wherein the inputted and sent message is of a 
type that does not request a response from other arbitrary users (see Kondo; column 
18, lines 25-40; generating and providing an optimal digest scene does not request a 
response from an arbitrary user, but requesting expected information from specific 
users, thus enabling the requesting user to subsequently follow the event). 



1 
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Conclusion 

7. THIS ACTION IS MADE NON-FINAL. The Examiner anticipates a Final 
Rejection Office Action on the next response if amendments are not properly made to 
the claims to perhaps place them in condition for allowance. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from 
examiner should be directed to Jude Jean-Gilles whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
3914. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Thursday and every other 
Friday from 8:00 AM to 5:30 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, David Wiley, can be reached on (571) 272-3923. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 

♦ 

proceeding should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
9000. 

Jude Jean-Gilles 
Patent Examiner 
Art Unit 2143 
JJG 

September 2, 2007 
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